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TWO QUESTIONS
Q. The Congress has been fighting the British Government
non-violently. When Congressmen come into power, they shoot
their own brothers who have gone astray and are causing
trouble. Is it right ? If the Congressmen in power have not the
courage to lay down their lives, while attempting to put down
the riots non-violently, does it not show that with the exception
of a few individuals like Ravishankar Maharaj and Sane Guruji,
the non-violence of Congressmen in general is the non-violence
of the weak ?
A. The question of violence and non-violence raised by you
is an old question. I have said a lot in this connection. If like
many others, non-violence does not appeal to your heart, you
should discard it. I shall not find fault with you for that, and,
if others do, you should not care. The principle is this : " That
which has been propounded by the rishis, practised by the sages
and appeals to one's heart should be followed and put into prac-
tice." The question might arise as to what one is to do, when
the thing that appeals to one's heart is contrary to what has
been propounded by the rishis and practised by the sages. The
answer is, that in such a case the individual can follow his bent
at his own risk. Many reforms and new discoveries have been
made in this way. Our Shankaracharyas have supported the
institution of untouchability but both our head and heart con-
sider it a blot on Hinduism. We do not care, if others consider
pur belief to be wrong.
Q. From 1920 you have described the British Government's
officials as the arms of Ravana. Congress Governments use
these arms. Again, the laws made by the British Government
say that it is an offence to beat a prisoner arrested on suspicion
or for an alleged offence, in order to extort a confession or to
Mghten him. During the 1942 revolution, many like me were
severely beaten after arrest. Should not the Congress Govern-
inents.hold an inquiry into the police excesses thus committed?
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